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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 14 February 2005 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL 2b)\3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Clainns 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-17 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed, 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-5,9-13 and 17 is/are rejected. 

7) ^ Claim(s) 6-8 and 14-16 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)), 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments filed 2/14/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

With respect to claim 1 , applicant argues that Boyer does not disclose or suggest the 
step of comparing terms in an electronic message to terms in program information of an EPG. 
This argument is not persuasive. 

Boyer's system as shown in figure 1 comprises a receiver, i.e., set top box 50 in 
multimedia system 30, for receiving television signals including program guide information. 
Next, display 218, as shown in figure 2, comprises new reminders box 231 to allow the user 
ordering an email reminder messages. If the box 231 is selected, the user is presented with new 
reminders page 810 of figure 8. Thus, it must be understood that the user receives the email 
reminders page or reminders message 810 via the receiver, i.e., set top box 50. Boyer further 
discloses that if the user initially does not enter the exact title of the television program in new 
reminders page 810, the data of program listings 220 or nay other suitable set of television 
program listings data may be scanned to find the program or programs that most closely match 
the program title entered by the user From this point, the receiver must perform operation for 
comparing the entered term(s) in the reminders message 810 to term(s) in the programming 
listings 220 of the EPG to find the program(s) that most closely match the title entered by the 
user. If several matches are found, a list of the program matches is presented to user so that 
the user may select a desired program from the list (see 0055-0056 and figures 2 and 8). In 
another words, this displayed list comprises both matched term(s) and not matched term(s) In 
response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot show 
nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
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combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413. 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

of the program title(s) in view of the user's selection since the user chooses only a desired 
program title from the list. That is, the user distinguishes the desired program title from the other 
program titles in the list so that the desired program title is finally entered in box 818 in the 
reminders message 810. Thus, Boyer teaches displaying in the reminders message 810 a list of 
titles so that term(s) in the reminders message which have a match in the program information 
220 (i.e., a desired program title is selected by the user from the list) based on the comparing 
terms step, are distinguishable from terms which have no such match (i.e., the other program 
titles in the list are not selected by the user). 

Applicant further argues that even if a user enters an exact term and the system only 
displays that term, the system still does not displays terms that are not matched because there 
is either no unmatched term in the case the user entering an exact program title, or the term not 
matched is replaced by other terms in the case that the user does not enter an exact program 
title as discussed. Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is noted that the claim does not exclude 
such feature. 

With respect to claim 2, applicant argues that Boyer does not teach or suggest the step 
of establishing an electronic link between at least one term in the electronic message and any 
program information which has match for the at least one term. Applicant further compares the 
feature "an electronic link" as highlighting illustrated in FIG. 4 and FIG. 5 of the present 
application with the teaching of Boyer. These arguments are not persuasive. First, the above 
features as addressed by the applicant are not claimed. Second, the limitation recited in claim 2 
still reads on the teaching of Boyer. In connection with the above interpretation, a desired 
program title is automatically updated for displaying in box 818 of the reminders message 810 
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when the user selects the desired program title from the list (see 0056). That is, the receiver 
establishes an electronic link (i.e., attached a program title selected from the list in box 818) 
between the tenn(s) in the reminders message 810 and program listings 220 which has a match 
for the term(s). 

With respect to claim 3, applicant disagrees that selecting the program title in the new 
reminders page 810 effects any implementation in teaching of Boyer. In response, Boyer's 
teaching comprises the selection of the desired program title with a match by the user effects 
implementation of a desired program which is defined by the program information 220 having 
the match so that the system later generates a message to remind the user about broadcasting 
of the desired program (see figure 12). 

In response to applicant's arguments, with respect to claims 5 and 13, against the 
references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co,, 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

Therefore, rejection for claims 1-5, 9-13 and 17 are maintained based on the supportive 
reasons above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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3. Claims 1-4, 9-12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Boyer et al. (U.S. 200200264996 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 1, Boyer discloses a method of linking temris (titles) in an electronic 
message (reminder) to program information in an EPG, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving an electronic message (reminder 810 - see figure 2); 

comparing terms in the electronic message to ternns in the program information of the 
EPG (for example, if the user does not enter the exact title(s) of the television programs in 
reminder screen 810, the data of program listings 220 or any other suitable set of television 
program listings data may be scanned to find the programs that most closely match the program 
title(s) indicated by the user. That is, the receiver 50 compares the title(s) entered by the user in 
the reminder to the titles in the program listings data 220 in EPG - see page 4, 0056 and figures 
1-2); 

displaying the electronic message so that any terms in the electronic message which 
have a match in the program information based on the step of comparing terms, are 
distinguishable from terms which have no such match (displaying in the reminder a list of titles 
that most closely matches based on the step of comparing titles, the user may choose the 
actual title(s) or the closest matched title(s). That is, the list of title including the title(s) have a 
match are distinguishable from the title(s) which have no match by the user - see page 4, 
0056). 

Regarding claim 2, Boyer discloses establishing e-mail reminder message including 
reminding the broadcast of the selected title(s) or the closest matched title(s) (see figure 8 and 
page 4, 0055). 

Regarding claim 3, Boyer discloses establishing e-mail reminder message is performed 
so that selection of the title(s) with a match by the user (e.g., the actual title(s) or the closest 
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matched title(s) selected by the user) effects implementation of a respective program which is 
defined by the program infomiation having the match (e.g., reminding the broadcast of the 
program having the actual title(s) or the closest matched title(s) - see figure 12 and page 4, 
0055). 

Regarding claim 4, Boyer shows displaying an electronically generated menu of choices 
(e.g., 830 and 824 - in figure 8) in response to user selection of the closest matched title(s), 
each of the choices being selected by the user to effect an action described by each choice (for 
example, if the user selects the "1 hour" option in choice 830 and the "each time this week" 
option in choice 824, the user will receives five e-mail reminder messages 1 hour before each 
broadcast of the program during that week (see figure 8; page 4, 0058 and pages 3-4, 0048 and 
0049). 

Regarding claim 9, Boyer discloses a electronic message interface adapted to link terms 
(titles) in an electronic message (reminder) to program information in an EPG, the electronic 
message interface comprising: 

a receiver adapted to receive an electronic message (e.g., user receives reminders 
message 810 via receiver 50 - see figures 1-2); 

comparison unit (within receiver 50) adapted to compare terms in the electronic 
message to terms in the program information of the EPG (for example, if the user does not enter 
the exact title(s) of the television programs in reminder screen 810, the data of program listings 
220 or any other suitable set of television program listings data may be scanned to find the 
programs that most closely match the program titie(s) indicated by the user. That is, the. receiver 
50 compares the title(s) entered by the user in the reminder to the titles in the program listings 
data 220 in EPG - see page 4, 0056 and figures 1-2); 
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a display device (54) adapted to display the electronic message so that any terms in the 
electronic message which have a match in the program information based on the step of 
comparing terms, are distinguishable from temris which have no such match (displaying in the 
reminder a list of titles that most closely matches based on the step of comparing titles, the user 
may choose the actual title(s) or the closest matched title(s). That is, the list of title including the 
title(s) have a match are distinguishable from the title(s) which have no match by the user - see 
page 4, 0056 and figure 1 ). 

Regarding claim 10, Boyer discloses establishing e-mail reminder message including 
reminding the broadcast of the selected title(s) or the closest matched title(s) (see figure 8 and 
page 4, 0055). 

Regarding claim 11, Boyer discloses a selector (within receiver 50) adapted to select 
the actual title(s) or the closet matched title(s) selected by the user, via the e-mail reminder 
message, implementation of a respective program which is defined by the program information 
having the match (e.g., reminding the broadcast of the program having the actual title(s) or 
closest matched title(s) - see figure 12 and page 4, 0055). 

Regarding claim 12, Boyer shows displaying on the display device (54) an electronically 
generated menu of choices (e.g., 830 and 824 - in figure 8) in response to user selection of the 
closest matched title(s), each of the choices being selected by the user to effect an action 
described by each choice (for example, if the user selects the "1 hour" option in choice 830 and 
the "each time this week" option in choice 824, the user will receives five e-mail reminder 
messages 1 hour before each broadcast of the program during that week (see figures 1 and 8; 
page 4, 0058 and pages 3-4, 0048 and 0049). 

Regarding claim 17, Boyer shows that the display device is a television (see figure 1). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boyer 
et al. (U.S. 200200264996 A1) in view of Hirata (US 6,374,406 B2). 

Regarding claims 5 and 15, Boyer teaches sending email reminder message to remind 
the broadcast of the selected program(s) by the user. The email reminder message shows the 
program information of the selected program(s) (see abstract and figure 12). Boyer does not 
teach the email reminder message including the feature of recording the program. However, 
Hirata teaches that an email message comprises a control command, for example, "video 
reservation" in Subject of the email message. This suggests that the email includes a control 
command to reserve a recording of a program or channel (see col. 5, lines 42-50 and figure 3). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the email reminder message of Boyer by including recording 
command in the email message to reserve a recording of a program or channel as taught by 
Hirata in order remotely control recording the selected program or channel via email with less 
operation cost. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 6-8 and 14-16 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ngoc K. Vu whose telephone number is 703-306-5976. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Grant can be reached on 703-305-4755. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonnation for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more infonnation about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Ngoc K.Vu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 261 1 
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